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VINDICATION 


Ar. Sherlock 


AND HIS 


PRINCIPLES 


From the Malicious 


Calummes and Cavils 
os WL 
_ Mr. DANSON. 
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OT -long ſince I read over Mr. Shey- 

Tt j /ockf's Book, entituled, A Defence and 
Q Continuation of the Diſcourſe concernin 

Y 'the Knowledg of Jeſus Chriſt , with ſo 

much pleaſure and fſatisfa&tion, that IT can do no 
leſs than heartily thank him for it; and now nexc 
to the embracing of his Principles, I know nothing 
more proper and fit, than their Vindication from 
the unjuſt Cavils and Conſequences of Mr. Da#ſor, 

in a rude Diſcourſe he has lately publiſhed. 

' When I firſt heard of ſuch'a Pamphler, I ſup- 
poſed. it had! been on Anſwer to Mr. io 's 
3 e- 
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Second Diſcourſe (as every man in reaſon would 
have expected ); but after I had ſeen ir, 1 was 
convinced of 'my: miſtake, I confeſs the Author 
was wiſc in his choice, for he knew very well there 
was no phraſe in Mr. S$her/oc4's Second Diſcourſe 
ke could quarrel with: and, honeſt man, he had no 
intention to end the Controver! ſy in 2 Trial of wir, 
leſt he had engaged Mr. Sherloct himſelf to be his 
adverſary : and jurther, he thought he might Jaw- 
fully enough borrow ſome of his B: 'erhrens ill-framed 
Priggplck make  pinpf the: Fatheqp { & Book, 

c.Iile of th 3hlot is ſo rude Pa 'odigps, 
that unleſs Mr. Danſon had ſubſcribed his name in 
the cloſe, I had concluded it to be the fancy of ſome 
diſtraed -man. ! an mo -moze;; deſerving: to be no- 
ticed, than John Tayhns s Worl#'s-wonder. Surely, if - 
Mr. Danſon had been governed by the leaſt degree 
ot reaſon, he had never mayle qhoice of ſuch a Dza- 
bogiſt to hotd Mr. Sherlock in diſcourſe ; bur by 
this we may learn how dangerous it is to be led by 
a ſpightful zeal. 

The only zzedir/m our Author mics wo 6 of to 
diſcoyer th: unſoundnefs 'of 'Mr Sheyloct's.Princi- 
ples, is this, thar 7hey \afford the Devil the [ame 
grouzds for his hope of Salvation, that they do Man- 
kind. This (1 _—_ were a very heinous crime 
if it were tra2, bur if the Charge be'falſe; the Ca- 


lumny is inexcufable; but] will let tharjpaſs to be 
examined in its proper place, and now only take no- 
rice how Mr. Danſen endeavours to' blaſt the Repu: 
ration of Mr. Sherlock: he is'nor Jeonrent (good = 
man) thar Mr. Sherlbek: ſhould be called'a Pehigian 
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| or Socinian,calis t theſe are too gentle charges; bur 
? to be' a Transformer of Chriftianity 'anto Mahome: 
ra#iſm;that is a Charge odious enough : and now to 
brand Mr. Sherlock with this, is a notable artifice 
ro* make every Chriſtian have bad apprehenfions of 
him. I confeſs it has bcen Mr Sher/oct's unhappi- 
nefs to encounter with very diſingenuous and clamo- 
rous adverſaries, who wanting arguments to con- 
fute his opinions; have ſupplied this defeCt with ma- 
licious Calumnies and Reproaches : many notable in- 
ſtances'of which, Mr. Danſor's Friendly Debate ai- 
fords us ;- for in the very Title-Page, leſt he want 
ground to call Mr. Sherlock Mahometan, he charges 
the Mahometan Religion with a Principle ir is no 
ways acquainted with, which indeed diſcovers the 
Gentleman's malice, but 'withal proclaims his igno- 
rance-: bur'T forgot, malice is always blind. 
"In the Preface our Airthor is ſo ſagacious,as to fore- 
ſee three things'an intelligent Reader may fault (as 
he ſays) in his Debate, for which he is ſo civil as to 
apo'ofjize ; rhe firſt is,that 2f comes out ſo late when 
many perſons of ability have foiled the adverſary, 
and when he hath mollified the harſhneſs of many 
expreſſions here repeated in a Second Diſcourſe. 1 con- 
'fels; when I read\the former part of this Obje&ion, 
Feould'norforbear ſmiling, and I 'thought the Gen- 
tleman had a ſtrange forhead,who did mention it with 
'fo much confidence. 'I am not to examine whar per- 
ſons of ability they were who engaged againſt Mr. 
' Sherlock : bur .the World knows how little ground 
' they'have'to. brag of a Victory, who have left the 
field while. their enemy keeps bis ground. Bur let 
IS Þ $3) us 
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us ſuppoſe Mr. Sherlock has been foiled, . it is truly 
bur a cowardly and unmanly ad in Mr, Danſox, to 
throw dirt upon a foiled adverſary.. I confeſs it is 
a piry ſo witty a medzum came no ſooner in his 
thoughts, for till now the World hath been at a ſad 
loſs upon that account. | 
To the latter part of the Objeftion he anſwers, 
'That Mir. Sherlock has not retratted bis unſound 
Tenets, but only mended his Phraſeology ; and now 
I would very gravely ask Mr. Danſon, if every man. 
be- obliged to. call an opinion falſe, becauſe ſome 
hot-brain'd fellow: may call it ſo. Would not Mr. Dan- 
{un be offended with me, it I ſhould defire him ro 
zetraCt his opinions, becauſe I think they are un- 
ſound? if ſo, pray why is Mr. Sherlock challenged 
for defending what he thinks is true 2 If he ſaw 
that his Phraſeology (as Mr. Danſou gravely ſpeaks) 
gave offence to fome, was It not mod: LY com- 
mendably done in Mr. Sherlock, to confeſs, and help 
it in his Second Diſcourſe ? will nothing ſatisfy, x 
men-call\not white blaak 2 42566 I 
Secondly, he ſays,zt may be blamed, that My Sher- 
tock's Principles are repreſented” under the ' form of 
a Dialogue, and with ſo adious a choice of a Dia- 
logift. For the firſt, I dare ſay no man will condemn: 
him ; -and for the latter, I think. as few will  com- 
mend him : but rhe,neceſſiry he pretendsfor both, is 
childifh-and ridiculous ; unleſs it be alledged, that 
if he had-not made choice of ſuch a Dialogiſt, he 
had miſfed the melodious clinking of two words 
beginning wirk the fame letter, .a very familiar ele- 
pance amongft-ſuch Authors, A friendly debate be- 
| tween 


Us” 
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tween Saran and Sherlock ;'O but that! is a pretty 
phraſe ; bir pray why not Danſon and Devi), truly 
the conceit holds equally in both. 

Thirdly, Some Readers (fays he) may blame me 

for diet the Devil as a mean' Dilputant : 
and to palliate this, he. prerends both a firmeſs and a 
neceſſicy of doing'ſo ; now although all his:Readers 
ſhould blame him tor this, and it may be for ſome 
greater faults, I cannot help it, let him make Star 
both a fool and a knave, there is-no neceſſity or 
fitneſs that 1 ſhould' cohcernmy ſelf with-ir, let them 
two ina friendly debate detide. it between them.” .. 
._ But behold the effe&t of a rieh and fruitful fan- 
cy, perhaps (ſays he) ſome Readers may find a 
fourth fault, range ſo many faults in ſo little a 
Book 3 but whar it ſome Readers find as-many: faulrs 
as there arc pages in the Pamphlet,” rraly-1 would 
not wager one to an hundred but they might, ecſpe- 
cially Pace the Author has ſpent almoſt. a ſheet of 
paper in finding out the faulrs of- four thcets ; now 
the fourth fault is, that rhe Author brings in Mr. 
Satan, PL1ying upon ' Mr. 'Sherlock-4j and he thinks 
this is a very witty contrivance, becauſe Mr. Sher/orh 
hath taken the-ſame liberty with his AntagontsFs, 
and it is bur juſtice that Mr.-$her/ock has mer 
with. .yowy. Mr. $7tay muſt be excufed/it. he thas 
not handſomely played the-Biifſoon; ſor'this is pro- 
bably the firſt time he has rrie@ his: wit: in:rthis- {kind 
of paſtime ; but-I fee Mr. Dz#ſon is content 'td,uitb 
dexgo 8, Eraſure of fool, for'playing upon;Mr; 
Sher/act 3. and/ir iS buf'xeaſoprable'L: ſhoukd gar 
quit cc in his determhinſtionN- it 175 ig nfan ou 
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And now Iam come to ſurvey the D:aloghe, and 
I muſt confeſs it is very pretty to obſerve, how Mr. 
Danſcn brings in Satan ſometimes in a very fad and 
melancholick humour, and at other times in as jovial 
and cheery a fit as ever you ſaw man in your life ; 
how ſometimes, he repreſents Satan as a tool, at 
other times as a knave; and ten to one it ever the 
Pamphlert admit a Second Part, that is, if ever Mr. 
Damſon take a ſecond firt of folly, but Satan ſhall 
be repreſented as both faol. and knave. Burt the 
- Reader will wonder at one thing which I will wh:ſper 
zn his ear, kſt-7. O. (two territying letters, the like 
are not to be found in all the ABC) ſhould over- 
hear, And it is, that Satan is brought ficquently in 
defending 7. O. but pray keep this for a ſecret till 
your dying-day. Burt there was another thing I ob- 
ſerved, which aftticted me heavily, and it is, thar 
Satan is ſometimes brought in confeſſing he would 
believe St. Paul, were it not for offending his good 
friend Mr. Sherlock ; now this is a very ſad caſe, 
but yer Satan's faithfulneſs to his friend is.commen- 
dable. Jatan, poor ſoul, was the very next ſtep to 
deſpair, till Mr, Sherlock acquainted him he was 
carelefly dejefted ; ſince the light of Nature, and 
works of Creation, and Providence aſſure us, that 
God is ſo good that he deſigns and deſires the happi- 
neſs of all his creatures, according to the capacity 
of their natures : upon this Sir Satan preſently con- 
cluded, that God deſigns and defires his happineſs ; 
a deduction ſo natural and genuine, that by no 


nn ren 


means it could be queſtioned, if Mr. Sherlock had 
not unhappily caſt in the :laſt. pbraſe, according pp 
ES \ The 


ey 
tbe caparity of their natures, for, this quite ſpoils: 
the Pe oo although God: is-Infinite Live 
and Goodneſs, yet fince goodneſs delights only in 
objes that a&t' regularly, the wilful Apoſtate can 
never from that medium. conclude his condition ro 
be hopeful ; for in this lapſed ſtate his- nature is nor 
capable of love; now I: would” ask- Mr. "Darſon; 
what ay" gs near” isthere in this phraſe,'to fay the 
nature of Axgels in a ſtate of wilful deteRion, is 
uncapable of happineſs? and what comfort can cither 
the-Devil or the-damned draw from this Principle ? 
I declare he ſhall never offend-me, avho:diſcovers 'a 
door of hope to-cither, bur I am afiraid; -bic Jabor 
hoc opus; and thus the hearty enemy of ' Mohometa- 
niſm may ſeeThave not _—_ all my Latin; and 
although (7 werbo Saceraotty);F. was never. ſome- 
time Fellow 'of' Magd: Coil,” Oxon. yer Thave pick'd 
up ſo' much Logick in the'Schoals (that '1, may bor- 
row ſome of his-elegancies) as to trame this Syllo- 
giſm, Peripatetick-likeyin mode:and figure+1i1t Mr: 
Sherlock only affirms, thar God is fo: good; >thav ha 
defigns-atd deſites rhe happineſs0f alt hisrroarures; 
according'to the capaeiry*ofrtheit: natures; :'then hs 
does not 'afford' the Devil rhe fame:;groundd for his 
hope of Salvarior,;as | he does Mankind :buit, &0, 
?rgo," Oc. the 'mingr is aqaprky the: only 
thing  haye' to prove; 'is, the confapzence.;of- the 
78250 propoſition; Which is Feras revideent;db any 
thing can be, beeatiſe God's goodneſs. hath pur Jlap- 
ſed man in ſtate! of favour; by ſending 'our Lord 
Chriſt unto the World to fati for ſinful manz-f0 
thar-4t the diſpteaſure* thar God 'antended: againſt 
[0103 $1202 U ON 5 211 $31} T: 4B 4: <1! roots ey mankind 
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mankind:is removed; bur.anow-i.God never; entred 
upon' ſach:a:Coveriand of -Peate with! fallen: Angels, 


therefore is minkind-iri.a capacity of receiving the. 
manifeſtations bf: Divine goodneſs, and fallen Angels 
arc not/under fuch-a capacity... oh 

':But ro'/proceed, rhe inext! heavy: Charge, he, has 
again{'Mc:Wherlack, is;rhat according'to his Prige. 
ciptes/it will follow,” that: if Angels: and Men had 


{ 


never mined, it had not een poſſible- for either of 


them to. nndirſinnd rant; the: gooduels off Gad-zs. 
Nowithis igalvery unexyficated-inferehce;, trom:Mr. 
Shextacbs wards, vir}. Thut :the(lr | mdturins. 401 z611s 
the\Neatheysibal.of: Gadunng. dtl>theſe: diſcoveries, 
Goathatb1Rh1te of bemfelf. th the wenks of Creation 
tnd Pxovidenne:;: aud wffuire thers; deat God is tery. 
Gord: andait bs:mot! poſſeble to:huderſtand what. ggod- 
beforg, xoetbbat: pandofihng\\Myr ty: 1 Whore. it- is eyi- 
dent, Mr: NING of the: Hearthens, who 
wereArrid; ftareiof detetiony;mow- how, impollihle 
wetelir-for fa{leh:mafr.to; underſtand: what. goodneſs 
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ig who ganicelde Drade.,>: Am it is, a ſtrange 


itferoncexoifayic thatt beeppd men in) # lapſed, ſtate 
eannor! umertiandiivhat goodneſs j5- without par- 


doning Grace ;yrhevefart irhad not been poſlible for 
Angels/and:Men;)f they had :neyer :finncd, to- uns 
derſtand1whatr! aheigoogdnels of Godis: 1{ Mr, Dax: 
fois always'rexfomnar this pit, nmen will-rather pity 
hisfolby;:tharmakerhew oxnctleſcregion þc-ſulpect- 
clin aqfirering3:: tor-alt that Mr;.S$hrrloct 12ys.:; a5 
in” brief-rhis;'Thar as' the natural.notion of .a Dejry 
iickidos infinite »goodnefs, f0,'infmite| goodacts. my 
cludes: pardon Prana ghoeins jaft and-hg- 
norabkroccaſion for ir; tiow if fin had not been _ 

mitted, 


\ 
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mitted,there had been'no'necd of pardon; but ſin ha- 
Ving. centred the world,and Chriſt made reconciliation 
by his blood, an honorable occaſion is given to God 
for exerciſing of his goodneſs in pardoning the ſins of 
mankind. I confeſs, if Mr. Sher{ock had ever ſaid,that 
the gocdnets bf God: did immediately oblige him to 
pardon: ſingers, that then Mr. Daxfon might. have 
watrantabiy whiſpered .in Satans car to take com- 
fort ; but 'he may read | himſelf blind, ere ever he 

find ſuch a ſentence in Mr. Sherioct's Diſcourſe. 
Bur- there is another ſtrange concluſion he makes, 
and it i$;-/ince we read in our E:blcs, that God will 
be. gracious to'wwhom he\ will be gracicns, it ſeens 
that notwithſtanding the gractouſneſs of Gods na- 
ture, he uſes a Soveraignty in the exerciſe of Grace. 
-A\ very; good; ledutian,; as, if Mir. Danſon would 
ſay, a'though God be gracious, yer in the acts of 
'Sovcraignty he leaves off, to he;gracious ; a horrid 
Principle. 1 wiſh rhe Aathor had been better ac- 
quainted with Mr. Calozns Principles ; for I remem- 
| ber, I have' read 'in ;ſome-of. his Books, That the 
eternal Reftixude- and . Goodneſs of Gods will, is 
ſucha Law, that he can no more deviate from ir, 
than ceaſe from being. Mr. Sherlock does nor de- 
abſolure Dominion and Soveraignty, only he ſays, 

iS bounded, by an internal Principle of Goodneſs. 
That ;;the -Rolineſs of .a, Creature, is the reaſon 
; why - God Adepqrmines his Loye to any particular 
-pefſon, is a reaſonable .Pofition maintained by Mr. 
: Sherlock x bur, Mr; Danſon remembers, he has heard 
"read ingour Lhurches Second Leſſons (truly T thought 
*xhe\Ghurch had:;been a Bug-bear xo Mr. Danſon ), 
Ahat God hath choſen men before the foundation of 
the 
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the world, that they ſhould be holy ; which ſeems 
(he ſays) to make the holineſs of a Creature the 
effeft, not the cauſe of Gods Love. Now in return 
to this, I ſhall only defire Mr. Danſon ro conſi- 
der, that although it- be certain, that God is kind 
to the evil and unthankful, and makes his Sun to 
riſe upon the juſt and unjuſt ;'Yer God only de- 
lights in the righteous, for the righteous Lord lo- 
veth the righteous ; ſo that*the reſuir of the whole 
is this, if a Creature be not holy, God has no de- 
light in that Creature ;. for God hates the wicked ; 
his holy Nature cannot be reconciled: ro Sin, which 
is to ſay with Mr. Sherlock, that the holineſs I a 
Creature is the reaſon why God determines his Love 
fo any waht vr perſon. And if this were not 
rrue, Why do the Precepts'of rhe Goſpel preſs ho- 
lineſs ſo much ? Bur farther, if ir be certain, thar 
the ſinfulneſs of a Creature; is the reaſon why God 
hates any particular perſon ; why ſhould Mr. Dax- 
fon be angry with Mr. Sherlock, for ſaying, that the 
holinefs of a Creature is the reaſon' why 'God. de- 

rermines his Love to 'any particular: # ON | 
Now ſor the betrer ummderſtanding of. that phraſe, 
that God hath choſen us in Chrift before the foun- 
dation of the world, that wwe ſhould be holy; we 
muſt know, thar the claufe | rhofex in Chriſt ] 1m- 
lies, that the fabje& matrer of-'EleCtion are. Bc - 
oenee2 as ſuch, and not Mankind finiply-confidered as 
Creatures, nor yer as faln ; 'and henee our Eleftion 
being in Chriſt, we muſt be conſidered as holy, for 
Chriſt js the means; of bringing / all-ro'a holy life, 
and the foundation of Election!” But cantiorſtahid 
I SOLIDS ol SUP BIR AYOMY Mu BID 1dho 
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to take notice of every ſilly impertinent obje&ion; 
therefore I ſhall draw my aniwecr into lefs bounds, 
by giving ſome few inſtances of his Illogical de- 
ductions ; and firſt, Mr. Sherlock ſays, God is as 
ready to pardon the worſt of ſmners, when they 
return to their duty, as a hind Father is to recerpe 
an humble and penitent Prodigal, And now in op- 
poſition to this, Mr. Danſon very ingenuouſly adds, 
and why not pardon the wowſt of Angels? It is 
pity I am. not at leifure to ſhew him the diſparity 
betwixt the two caſes. 

Secondly, Mr. Sherlock. affirms, that there zs a 
natural Faith, i.e. a belief of the principles of 
the natural Religion, which 4s founded upon na- 
tural demonſtration, or moral arguments ; as that 
God zs, and that he #s a rewarder of them that 
diligently ſeek him. From hence Mr. Danſon infers 
firſt, That Mr. Sherlock introduces a new Genius 
of Faith, and a ratio formalts of Faith wholly new ; 
which is indeed. to ſay, that Mr. Danſon knows not 
to diſtinguith betwixt the notion of natural Faith, 
and the notion of juſtifying Faigh : But I will leave 
him gratifying his curioſity in pauſing upon this 
ſubject, and conſider a ſecond inference he makes, 
and it is, that Mr. Sherlock by this means (heſays) 
makes one andthe [ame Habit, Science, Opinion, and 
Faith. And now he is come to his Philoſophy, I 
am affraid that ere he has done with Mr. Sherlock 
he will lead him thorow all manner of Sciences. 
Bur to ſpeak the truth of his Philoſophick inference, 
it is very pretty, and has bur one faulr, it is too pro- 
fourid, for few will underſtand it well but himſelf. 


Third- 
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Thirdly, Mr. Sherlock ſays, that this natural 


Faith was the Faith of Abel and Enoch whereby 
they rk gh God. From hence Mr. Danſon makes 
Satan infer, That if I have no promiſe of God's re- 
warding my Repentance, and forſaking. of my- Sim, 
# more had Abel and Enoch, and yet for all that 
they pleaſed God. A deduttion ſo illegal, that I am 
afraid Mr. Danſon has pick'd up bur little Lo$ick 
in the Schools ; for who told 'him that: Abe/ and 
Enoch had no promiſe of ' God's rewarding their Re- 
pentance ; but further, whatever inference he draws 
trom Mr. Jherlock's Principle, militates equally 
againſt what rhe Author of the Epiſtle ro the Fe- 
brews ſpeaks of the Faith of Abel and Emcch, 
Chap. 11. i Wa 
7 Sw Mr. Sherlock ſays, That the belief of God's 
Being and Providence ave the firit Principles of all 
Religion, and God required no moxe of thoſe good 
men, who had no other particut.r repelaticns of . his 
Will; from hence Mr. makes, $1727 "infer, 
the Principles of natural Religion being common to 
me and mankind awrational creatnyes, a-promiſe of 
rewarding my good ations is included in the tery 
notion of God's gocdne/s, And thus we fee, though 
Abel and Enoch had no promiſe of God's r:'::+:d- 
ing their goodneſs ; yet Mr. Danſcr has done 51:2 
the favour of finding out 2 promiſe for \hint: 'and 
nov fy ho will rot admire tFEe acuteneſs of vur Au- 
thor ? it is a pity indecd he continucd nor Fell. o 
Magd. Cl. Oxon: for -by this time he had becn- an 
hopeful Scholar, and one'of rhe greateſt !Logicians 
in Europe. C31 Ve 43 DESDE HEN. Vo IAC - 1 LIL 
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But yet'with the little Logick he has, he catches 
Mr: Sherlock in a ContradiCtion, and be ſure he will 
rot let him paſs without a challenge : the Contra- 
diction is this, Mr. Sherlock ſays in one place, If 
Chriſt had never appeared in the World, yet we had 

reaſon to believe that God is good, and hob and mer - 
ciful ; and in another place he ſays, The foundation 
of my hope zs that which is the foundation of the 
Chriſtian Religion, the Sacrifice and Interceſſion of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. Now I would deſire Mr. Dan- 
cz! to tell me (it he hath not forgotten his Logick, 
as I am very much affraid he hath) wherein lics the 
Contradiction ; truly, for my part, I ſee not ſo much 
as the appearance of a ContradiCtion. But he adds. 
Is not this to make Chriſt uſeleſs, and to rednce Re- 
ligion to its firſt natural ſtate, when you make no 
other duiy neceſſary to happineſs than what the light 
of nature ſuggeſts, and no other ground needful to 
the hopes of it, than the goodneſs of God ; which had 
been known as fully as now it ts, if Christ had ne- 
ver appeared in the World. Now all this is very 
well ſaid, and no man, I think, had challenged him, 
if he had not added, that this is the Sum of Mr. 
Sherlock's Diſcourſe ; for that is a great Calumny, 
and a perverſe repreſentation of Mr. Iherlock's 
words ; bur I ſee it is Satan that makes this miſre- 
preſentation, and we know he was a lyer from the 
beginning. | 

But it is a fad and lamentable buſineſs that we 
can neyecr be rid of Mr. Danſon's Logick ; there is 
another rule he learned among the Freſh-men thar 
chop Logick in the Univerſities, vzz, Frus7ra fit ? 

C . plura 


[58] 
plura quod fieri potefF per pauciora; which he _ 
ro prove, that Chriſt, Laws, and Religion is uſeleſs, 
it Nature's Laws and Religion will condu& a man . 
ſafe to the ſame place which Chriſt's direfs him to ; 
and conſequently Chriſt is made uſeleſs : juſt as if 
a man ſhould ſay, the revelation of all the Moral 
Precepts is uſeleſs, ſince the Law of Nature teaches 
me them all. This is a ſtrange way of reaſoning ; 
bur farther, what ſuppoſe the Laws of Nature con- 1 
dudt a man (who knows no other Laws) ſafe to 
Heaven; if Revelation dire& me more ſately to that 
» Place, is Revelation therefore uſeleſs ? If the light 
of a Star conduct me ſafely ro my home, is the lighr 
of the Sun therefore uſeleſs ? | 
When God choſe the PoFterity of Abraham to be 
his —_— be did not deſign to exclude the 
reft of the World from his Care and Providence, and 
all poſſible means of Satvation, as the Apoitle ar- 
gues, Rom. 3.29. From hence Mr. Danſon very 
wiſely, according to his uſual method, alledges Mr. 
Sherlock's meaning is, if he underſtand him aright, 
(indeed here lies the intrigue) that the Gentiles be- | 
fore the Preaching of the Goſpel, as well as ſince, 
had all poſſible means of Sakvation. But ſince a child. 
knows, it is one thing not to be excluded from all 
poſſible means of Salvation, and another thing to 
have all poſhble means ot Salyation, I ſhall not need: 
co ſpeak more of this. 
Bur amongſt the many wiſe and protound doubts 
he propounds, he gravely asks, where were any 
Tews or Gentiles hefivs the Preaching of the Goſ- 
pe? Now if 1 ſhould again ak, what. he maoer- 
anas 
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ſtands by the Preaching of the Goſpel, T am affraid 
I ſhould get a perplexed Anſwer : but I will ler that 
paſs, and only ask him, how he. came to know that 
the Goſpel was Preached ro Adam and Eve before 
they did operam dare (as he gravely ſpeaks) ad /:- 
beros procreandos; but I fee this is only an appre- 
henſion ot his own, though, I confeſs, of an old date : 
and now if I were to reaſon like himſelf, that is to 
1 ſay, wiſely and confidently) I would fay, that ſince 
he always apprehended fo, he had ſuch an apprehen- 
ſion in his Mothers womb. 

But theſe are but ſome light skirmiſhes before the 
barrel, now our Author begins to draw forth his 
whole ſtrength and force againſt Mr. Sherlock; and 
the firſt thing he furiouſly aſſaults, is an innocent 
expreſſion of Mr. Jherlock's, that ChriiF was indeed 
the material objet# of Abraham's Faith, that is, he 
believed that promiſe which God made "4 ſending 
Chriſt into the World ; but Abraham's Faith was 
not a Faith in Chriit; no man could believe 1n 
Christ till he came, that is, could not believe any 
thing upon his authority, which is the true not&n of 
believing in him. Now it will eaſily appear what 
a fair Adyerſary Mr. Sherlock has of our Author, by 
tranſcribing his application, which he makes to be 
this, that the promiſe made to Adam was of- Chyiſt, 
that ſhould be a Saviour four thouſand years after, 
not that he ſhould be a Saviour to himſelf ana vis 
Wife, and their immediate ſeed. Now every Puny 
in Divinity knows, thar it is one thing to believe in 
l. Chriſt, and another thing to ſay Chrilt is the Savi- 
I our of all men that are fayed ; to believe in Chriſt 

| C 2 implies 
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implies a knowledg and belict of thoſe Revelations 
which Chriſt hath made to the World, and a - recei- 
ving of them upon his authority : now no man. 
could do this: betore he came; But to ſay there is 
no Salvation bur by Chriſt, is ro-ſay with rhe Apoſtle, 
that there is no other Name under Heaven whereb 
we can be: fuved, but by the Name of Jeſus; which 
yet does not imply an explicit beliet in Chriſt, or a 
receiving of truth cither revealed! or known by the 
light of nature upon. his authority ; for it this were 
true, it is not probable that any of the Gentiles who 
lived before Chriſt came, were ſaved. Secondly, it 
iS.not probable that the Ififants of believing Parents 
are ſaved : and Thirdly, this notion of Faith in 
Chriſt excludes the moſt part, it not the whole 
Pody of - the. Jewiſh. Nation -before Chrift came 
for Salvation ; which no man that hath a grain of 
Charity will ſay. I confeſs Chriſt is in. a ſpecial 
manner ſaid to be the Saviour of thoſe that believe; 
bur that he is the Saviour of none but of ſuch, is 
more than either Scripture or Reaſon concludes. It 
is n** requiſite I ſhould here enquire what degree of 
Knowledg and Faith in Chriſt the Jewiſh Nation be- 
fore his Incarnation had; bur, methinks, if the 
had. believed in Chriſt before he came, they had alſo 
asked: in, his Name ; which would. appear they did 
not, from Chriſt's words-to his Diſciples; Joh. 16. 24. 
Fir'therto ye have asked nothing tn my Name. 

The next thing Mr. Danſon blames in Mr. Shey- 
fock's Diſcourſe, is his notion of God's immutable 
and: unchangeable love, : which (Mr. Sherlock ſays) 
conſiſts in loving always for the ſame reaſon, and not 

pine in 
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in loving always the ſame perſon : which notion (if 
my judgment be any ways regardable) is ſo ſuitable 
ro the inſtances of God's love to particular perſons 
reeorded in Scripture, that I can by no means con- 
jeture how any man ean reje& ir, who is not ob- 
ſtinately reſolved: to oppoſe Scripture. But I ſee we 
muſt have a little patience (and indeed he muſt 
have 7o#'s patience who engages with this Antago- 
niſt) to hear the Application; Tour meaning 25s (ſays 
Mr. Danſon) that God hates Satan for this vale, 
becauſe he is bad; but he would love him if he were 
good: And now our Author has once gueſſed very 
right ; and what comfort can Stan draw from this? 
but what farther? I have (ſays Mr. Danſon) beer 
hitherto ſo ſample as to think, that love and hatred 
; when aſcribed to God, did import (in the Calvinilt's 
| notion) an eternal decree or will of God to ſhew or 
» deny mercy to his creatures, and ſo were immutable ; 
but now F underiFand that they ſignify variable af- 
| feftions, which alter with the perſons upon whom 
they are placed. Now in return to this it would be 
conſidered, that Mr. Sher loct's buſineſs-is not to diſ- 
pute the caſe whether God has elefted ſome. parti- 
cular perſons, which yet he does not deny ; though 
he rationally thinks, that eleftion conſiders the qua- 
lifications of the perſons : Bur the debare is, whe- 
ther this elefting-love be the immediate and' neceſ- 
fary effect of the Divine nature, or the free choice and 
purpoſe of his will ? It it be the free choice and 
purpoſe of his will, then we muſt be contented to 
be taught by revelation ; for we cannot otherwiſe 
know it, If it be the:immediate and neceſſary effect 
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.of the Divine nature, then the only notion we can 
learn from thar, is, that God always loves for the 
ſame reaſon, that is, he loves always thoſe who are 
good, and hates thoſe who are wicked ; and nor 
that he always loyes the ſame perſon, whether he be 
go0d or wicked. It's true, if the ſame perſon con- 
4 tinues always a mcet object of his love, he always 
loves that perſon; bur it there be any change of 
the obje&t, God continues his loye no longer upon 
it: Hence it is that we frequently rcad in Scrip- 
ture, of perſons who were once the beloved of God, 
that when they defiled themſelves with ſin, they 
were only objects of his hatred : If the righteous 
forſake his righteouſneſs, and does evil, he becomes 
an unmeet object of God's love; and it is the im- 
mutability of God's love which is the reaſon that he 
cannot love a wicked perſon: which does not im- 
ply any change in God, but only in the objeR. That 
God's love to believers preſeryes them always meet 
objects of his love, is truly extrinſecal to the preſent 
Debate ; though Mr. Sherlock heartily grants that 
* the perſeverance of Believers is the effe& of Divine 

Grace. | 
I confeſs Mr. Danſon is much in the wrong, to 
alledg that either Scripture or the Caluimſts ſay, 
God decrees ſin ; as for Scripture, this is a Doctrine 
it is wholly unacquainted with ; and although ſome 
CaFviniſts may be thought to tayour this opinion too 
much, yet I am confident it is generally decried by 
them as an horrid opinion, which inevitably makes 
the Holy One the Author of all impiety. As for 
Mr. Danſon's quibling with the diſtin&tion of an 
antece- 
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antecedent and conſequent will in God, I ſhall not 
trouble my ſelf with it, becauſe I think the Gentle- 
man knows not well what he ſpeaks. 
If Mr. em ar had not a peculiar gitt of diſcoyer- 
ing Mr. Sher/ock's thoughts, a very mean Diſputer 
might keep him in play ; bur ir is a hard matter to 


| diſpute with'one who draws conſequences, not from 


an Authors writing, but from his thoughts. Many 
inſtances of this we might bring, but now I will onl 
ask our Author, how he came to know, that Mr.Sher- 
lock thought that God loveth all his Creatures a- 
like ; queſtionlefs, unleſs he had examined Mr.Sher- 
bock's thoughts, he had never known this ſecret ; to 
ſay he infers it from his poſition, hat God zs the 
common Creator, is enough to make men ſuſpett his 
diſcretion in drawing inferences. 

Thar the Goſpel of Chriſt makes great and glori- 
ous diſcoveries of the wiſdom of God, is acknow- 
lIedged by Mr. Sherlock; bur he rationally rejects 
ſuch a notion of juſtice, as diſparages the wiſdom of 
God in the contrivance of our "7 bard by Jeſus 
Chriſt ; which 1s not to make a Saviour needleſs, as 
Mr. Danſon ſeems to infer ; but to ſhew, that if ir 
were abſolutely neceſſary for God to puniſh ſin, and 
there were no other perſon in the world able ro make 
expiation for it, there was required no great wiſdom 
ro make the choice, becauſe there could be no choice 
in the caſe. # Eck, 

That Chriſt died for our fins, is clear from Scrip- 
ture ; but that it was;abſoiurtely neceſſary that he 
ſhould dye, this is a new Doctrine which revelation 
never diſcoyered, Ir is certain, that God did not more 
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his Son after he had determined he ſhould dye as a 
Sacrifice for ſin; but that antecedently*to that con- 
ſtirution it was abſolutely neceſſary, this we never 
learn from revelation. It is a ſtrange preſumprion tor 
any man to ſay, that there was no other poſlible way 
for God to ſave ſinners ; for then it would tollow, that 
God could nor do otherwiſe, and that mankind could 
not be ſaved in any other way ; which is in cffe& ro 
reduce the whole myſtery of our Redemption by 
Chriſt to ncceſlary cauſes, as Mr. Sherlock has very 
well diſcovered. 

But to proceed, I find Mr. Danſon very angry with 
Mr. Sherlock for ſaying, that Chriſt came into the 
world upon no leſs + 4 than univerſal goodneſs ; 
and that be can have no temptation to partzality, as 
being equally concerned in the happineſs of all men. 
But pray is this any more than what the ſacred Writ 

ives its ſuffrage for, that Chriſt is the Prop/tzation 
F the ſins of the whole world, that he is not wit- 
ling that any ſhould periſh, but that all ſhould come 
to the knowleds of . the truth ; and that he zs no re- 
ſpefter of Jon: Are not theſe plain inſtances of 
Gods deſigning the happineſs of all men, and thar. 
he is equally concerned in the happineſs of all men ? 
But yet Mr. Sherlock grants, that it is very conſiſtent 
with Gods goodneſs to diſpence his pardons in ſuch 
prudent methods as his own infinite wiſdom ſhall 
direct. | 

And now let us ſee what account Mr. Danſon gi- 
yeth of Mr. Sherlocks ſenſe concerning the Doctrine 
of Juſtification by Faith in Chrift ; and firſt I find 
him in a great amazement, becauſe Mr, Sherlock 


ſays, 
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fays, Chrifts righteouſneſs, if it be #mputed to [im- 
mers, is a very comfortable notion for bad men. This 
is truly a ſolid truth, and no jeſt, and any who un- 
derſtands what imputed righteouſnes is, in its pro- 
per ſignification, will eaſily juſtifie Mr. Sherlock trom 
the miſrepreſcntations of his adverſaries. And I 
muſt ſay, if our Author had but conſidered what 
Mr. Sherlock has ſaid in his firſt and ſecond Diſ- 
courſes, he had never troubled the world with his 
Friendly Debate : And now I ſhall only ſay, thar if 
the notion of imputed righteouſneſs, urged by Mr. 
Sherlock 's adverſaries, has no foundation in the Scrip- 
ture, if it be inconſiſtent with pardon and forgive- 
neſs, if it overthrows the merit of Chriſts death and 
ſatisfaction, .if it deſtroys the 'grace and mercy of 
God in the juſtification of a ſinner, and if it rakes 
away the neceſſity of an inherent righteouſneſs, as 
Mr. Sherlock has abundantly proved, then we oughr 
in reaſon to reje& ſuch a notion. 

Bur (ſays Mr. D:mmſon ) had not Abraham a righ- 
teouſneſs without works imputed to him, which could 
net be his own righteou(neſs. Yes ſurely, Abraham 
had a rightcouſneis without works imputed to him, 
for Abrahams generous and noble act of Faith, who 
againſt hope" believed im hee, was accounted or rec- 
koned to him for righteouſneſs ; which is not to 
ſay, that God will reckon that man righteous who 
does not righteouſneſs ; for it is plain, that he that 
doth not righteouſneſs is not of God ; bur that this 
righteouſneſs withour works, is a jaſtification by 
Faith, requiring the favour and acceptance of God ; 
and this is tlie notion of imputed righteouſneſs that 
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Mr. Sherlock \,embraces ; which chiefly conſiſts in 
forgiveneſs of ſins,. att does not reguife a perteRion 
on 


of wotks, nor innocence in the p abſolyed. See 


Rom. 4.6, 7. 

I confeſs, I know not what Mr. Danſon means, 
when he ſays, it had been 1nqueſtionable, that Abra- 
ham could mot have had whereof to glory, of he had 
been juſtified by an external conformity to the Ce- 
remonial and Moral Precepits of the Law : For 
queſtionleſs that had been a juſtification by works ; 
now the Apoſtle rells us, sf Abraham were juſtificd 
by works, he hath whereof to glory, but not before 
God. 

Having thus got rid.of Mr. Danſons Cavils againſt 
Mr.Sherlock's norion of Juſtification, come now to ex- 
amin what he hath to ſay againſt his notion of Chriſts 
being Surety ot the Coyenanr. And hrſt T find him in 
a-great amazement : What ! (ſays he) 21 you (Mr. 
Sherlock ) actnowledg that the Socrmans land on the 
vantage ground? dd not Chriſt put himſel} into 
the ſtead of ſinners, to ſuffer what they ſhould have 
ſuffered, "upon which Gods makes over Chriſt's [2tts- 
fattion to them, Now although this charge deſerves 
no particular conſideration, it being only a repe- 
tition of what Mr. Sherlock has already anſwered ; 
yet to ſatisfie our Author, I ſhall tell him, that Mr. 
Sherlock does not deny Chriſts fatisfa&tion, though 
he thinks Chriſt could nor bear the guilt ( for that 
was not poſlible ro be done ) but only the puniſh- 
ment of ſin. Further, Mr. Sherlock confeſſes, that 


' Chriſt is the Surety of the Covenant, and thar Chriſt 


may be ſaid properly to dye in our ftcad ; for unicfs 
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Chriſt bad dyed, we muſt have died. But then he 
denies that Chriſt ſo died in our ſtead, as to repre- 
ſent and perſonate us; and he reicRs that notion 
of Chriſts being the Surety which reſirids Chriſts 
Propiriation to a few ſelected pe {ons, for whom he 

now | dare truſt any 
man of common ingenuity to judg, whether ſuch 
as this bath any ground in Scripture ; this is. that 
notion cf a Surcrty that Mr. Sherlock cannot be re- 
conciled to, and this -he thinks is the very founda- 
tion of Antinomi7niſm; trom which they inter our 
juſtification to be from eternity, which is in efieCt to 
make faith and repentance needleſs; and it is a won- 
der they have not taken away that pctition in' the 
Lords Prayer, Forg:zve us our /itts. | 
But then he excepts againſt Mr. Sher/ock's notion 
of a Surety of a Covenant, if it ſignifies no more than 
to confirm and ratifie the Covenant, and to under- 
take for the performance ff it, that all the Pro- 
miſes of the Cevenant ſhall be made good upon fuch 
terms and conditions as are aunexed io them. Tien 
zt ſeems Chriſt :s but Gods Surety to man, that he 
will be as good as his word; which ſeems to be 
needleſs, ſince the light of Nattre tells us, God 7s 


| faithful and wall keep his Promiſe, But our Au- 


thors reaſcning is founded upon a great miſtake, 
which. he might have calily corrected, if he had 
peruſed Mr. Sherlock's Defence ; for when Mr. Sher - 
lock ſpeaks of Chrifts confirmation of the Covenanr, 
under that phraſe he includes whatever Chriſt did 
in order to the complcat ratification of the Covc- 
nant; which is nct' a giving teſtimony that God 
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wilt be as good as his word, but a giving teſtimo- 
ny to us, that the Covenant is made ſure, and can- - ns 
not be repealed, becauſe he hath ſealed it with his 
blood. gp 
Burtinfine, our Author inſinuates, that according 
ro Mr. Sherlock's Principles Chriit is no Surety at 
all, &ecauſe ſinners might have been ſaved, F (.hriſt 
had never dyed for them; and they m.ay be damn- 
ed, though he hath. I confeſs, I do not well under- 
ſtand the force of this objeftion; for though Mr. 
Sherlock confeſs, that God might have choſe other 43; 
ways to ſave ſinners, than by the death of Chriſt ; 
” he ſays God would choſe no other, and that 
e preferred this as the beſt, and that now there 
is no Salvation bur by Chriſt, who is the Surery of 
rhe Covenant, who- hath with. his blood made a 
general” Propitiation. and Atonement for rhe ſins of 
rhe world, Burt yer if men neglect to pertorm the 
Conditions of the Covenant, they cannor expect to 
have any. benefit by Chriſts death ; and now is this 
to make Chriſt no Surery at all. 4 
Burt by . this time Mr. Danſon may, have a pretty 
good gueſs, whether W. S's, or J. O's notion of 
Chriſts being our Surety, is preferable ; and which 
of themwhas brought their Hogs to the faireſt Mar- 
ket, as he elegantly ſpeaks, eg 
To procced; Mr. Zanſon turther obſcryes, that if 
the Sacrifice of Chriſt's death extends no farther 
than the example of his life, then Chriſt died only 
for thoſe in whom was no ſm at all. I confeſs it 
were a ſhort, but ſufficient Anſwer to-a!l Mr; Dar- 
ſon's Arguments, by denying the Conſequence ; 1or 
| I think 
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I think it will puzzle any man to underſtand ir. And 
now I know not what to make of Mr. Danſon's In- 
ference, unleſs he imagine that God hath no regard 
ro the holineſs of any perſon; it is certain Chrilt's 
death upon the Croſs was a ſacrifice for ſin, but not- 
withſtanding, it men continue in their fins, and per- 
form not the conditions of the Covenant, Chriſt will: 
be no Saviour to ſuch perſons; it is only thoſe who 
forſake their ſins, and who do righteouſneſs, thar 
ſha!i tind mercy. 

Next, our Author makes JV. S. and 7. O. very 
good friends, 2nd I was well ſatisfied it was fo. Bur, 
unhappy man, the very next turr he was paſt doubr 
that they would not be good friends in: haſt. I was 
_ curious to know the ground of fo laſting a diſcord 

berwixt two ſuch > friends, and I find it was be- 
cauſe JV, S. thinks no mn will deny that God was 
very highly pl-aſed with ihe perfetf obedience of 
our $tour's life. And now hath not 7. O. very 
good reaſon to be Mr. Sherloc#'s irreconcilable ene- 
my 2? ſince this is a compliance with Soc:nzans;, who 
deny Chriſt's fatisfation, bur grant that Chriſt did 
what God was fatisfied withal. 

Let us now ſee whar Faith is requiſite ro make 
Chriſt our Saviour, and.how Believers are ſaid to be 
uniiced to Chriſt; and firſt, Mr. Sherlock ſays; cur 
Faith in Chriſt muſt ſrenify ſuch a ſtedfaſt belief of 
all iho{e revelations which Chriſt hath made to the 
World, as governs our lives and attions. And 'irom 
hence Mr. Danſon wittily infers, that Sutan is one 
half of a Believer already ; and truly I ſhall add, 


when-ever the good time comes that he is the other 
| half, 
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half, he ſhall be reckoned a very compleat Be- 
liever. | 

Mr. Sherlock ſays further, 1hut God produces not 
what he loves by an $4 06 nl Power, bit does 


good to his creatures in ſnch a way as is ſuitable to 
their natures, Mr. Danſon, good ſoul, would tain 
correct this; but if he underitood it as wel) as he 
would make men believe he does, he would not thus 
proclaim his ignorance, If he pleaſeth he may go 
to D. Tuis, (who is no Arminzim) and ſee what is 
his judgment of irrefiſtible Grace ; and if he will 
be pleaſed with the ſenſe of the moſt Orthodox An- 
tiquity, he cannot deny thar there is a free principle 
in man, which is not deſtroyed by the fall, althovgh 
it is moſtly inclined to vice, till again it be renewed, 
Now this renovation of the will is not made by 
giving it more phyſical power, but only by niaking 
a moral change: And for effefting this, moral mo- 
tives with the aſſiſtance of the holy Spirit, are evi- 
dently requiſite. It will be no Plea for the wicked at 
the great day of Judgment, to . ſay they wanted 
power to do well, and that they were phyſically pre- 
determined to do wickedly, and that it was not in 
their power to reſiſt thoſe omnipotent motions; it 
is certainly man's. unwillingneſs that is the onl 
cauſe of his own deſtrution. Again, if we conſider 
Converſion, this is not ſolely owing to humane en- 
deavors, the Divine aid and aſſiſtance is neceſlary ; 
but yet men are not like ſtones, altogcther ſenſleſs, 
ſomething they are required to do. 
Thar the righteouſneſs which God requires under 
the Goſpel, muſt be an inward principle of love and 
obcdi- 
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obedience ; which changes our natures, is a very 
 prnagby + evident truth. Bur this is ſo far from ma- 
ing a New-birth needleſs, that it is really all that 
the Scripture means by a New-birth. As for whar 
Mr. Danſon alledges of ſome. cavilling Fanaticks, 
who will tell us, /har our natwes are changed before 
they can put forth a behef ftedfaft enough to excite 
tove and obedience. Truly I cannot help it, if ſome 
men will take a liberty ro ſpeak nonſenſe with con- 
fidence. But methinks it is an hard matter to be- 
lieve, that a man is changed before he be changed, 
or that a new creature is not a new creature; for to 
fay a man is changed before he loyes God, or obeys 
him, is to deny that he is changed ; to be born of 
God, and not to oyercome the World, are not very 
conſiſtent in the Apoſtles judgment : but Mr. Dan- 
ſon is not reſolved to quit F. O's notion for all thar. 
"The whole tenor of the Goſpel requires Faith and 
Repentance, and the ſincere roi of a new lite, 
as conditions on our part antecedently neceſſary ro 
our being unired unto Chriſt ; and to make the 
union pertc and compleat, actual obedience is re- 
quired. 
And thus we are come to the Diſpute concerning 
the uni-n of Believers to Chriſt ; and I confeſs it 1s 
pretty to obſerve Mr, Dawſon's policy, in paſſing over 
thoſe abſurdities Mr. Sherlock charges their Opinicn 
with, who maintain the notion of a Surety he rc- 
jects. Bur he has nor conſidered well, in ſaying 
there is an imparity between Chriſt being a Surety, 
and Sureties among men ; tor this is plainly to ac- 
knowledg thar we cannot argue from the one ro the 
et | other 
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ether, yet ſince they agree in the main, (as he ſays) 


this is bur a ſmall miſtake; but alas, what if Mr; 
Danſon has betaken himſelf ro Mr. Sherloct's noti- 
on of a Surety, may be he would be angry at 
himſelf if he knew it ; but truly, if he examine 
what Mr. Sher/ock has ſaid, he will find they are per- 
fetly agreed in this notion, ET 
Bur the legal union of Believers to Chrift under 
the former notion of a Surety being rejected, others 
betake themſelves to the notion of a Mediator ; and 
Mr. Danſon, in diſcourſing of this; ſpeaks very well, 
only he is guilty of one ſmall fault, which is very 
like a Contradic&tion. For, firſt, he conicſſcs Mr. 
Sherlock very well obſerves, that the Office of a Me- 
diator is not tq perform the Conditions himſelf : 
but yet the difference (ſays he) between God and 
Man could not be accommodated by this Mediator, 
bur by performing the Conditions himſelf. 

It neither of theſe two notions ſatisfy, they haye 
their recourſe to a third, which they call a Myſtical 
union ; which, becauſe it is myſterious, Mr. Danſon 
does us tke kindneſs to explain it thus ; I have al 
ways (faith he) underi7ood tht they mean no more 
by a Myſtical union, than an union Analggical to na- 
tural union, ſuch as that of the Vine and Branch, 
Head and Members. Now, if Mr. Danſcn ſtand to 
this ſenſe of a Myſtical union, he muſt grant, thar 
Chriſtians, who are members of Chriſt's Body, and 
receive the'influences of Grace from Chriſt, the Head 
of his Church, receive not theſe influences immedi- 
ately from Chriſt, but by the mediation of the Word, 
Sacraments, and Prayer, which are the regular me- 


thods 
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thods of- his. .cavn, appointment,- and :the ordinary, 


the Founrain of Grace. Now, becauſe Mr. Sherlock 
has exprelily owned the Nivine influences of Grace 
from Chriſt, all that I ſhall ſay, is this, that there is 
neither candor nog honeſty in Mr. Danſon's Chal- 
lenge. | | 
= all rhis it appears, that Mr, Sherlock had 
good reaſon to difown our .immediate union to the 
perſon of Chriſt, the bad Conſequences of which 
Doctrine he has plainly ſhewed in both. his Diſcour- 
ſcs; and yet this is not ro deny the union of Chri- 
{tians ro the perſon of Chriſt, bur only a rectifying 
of their miſtake ; who conſider the perſon of Chritt 
as abſtracted irom his being the Head of his 
Church ; and who dream that we are firſt united to 
Chriſt by Faith, and then united to the Church by a 
ſubſequent conſent : and laſtly, who imagine that 
we ave immediately united to the perſon of Chrilt 
without our petforming the Conditions of the Co- 
ycnant. SEES | | 
And thus, though Chriſt is the Surety and Media- 
tor of the Covenant, yer the union between Chriſt and 
Chriſtians is not properly a Legal or Myſtical union, 
but a Spiritual Political union ; which conſiſts in 
the ſubjeCtion of our minds and ſpirits ro his go- 
E Verp- 
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vertimeht, who is our _— Kirig;* ard this enti- 
tles us to his Merits and Righteoufneſs, and to the 
influences of his Grace. This is' Mr. Shey/ockt's no+ 
tioh' of our union to Chriſt, which is-plain and eaſy, 
and very agreeable with thoſe forms of ſpeech, 
whereby the Scriprure repreſents our unjon to Chriſt. 
From hence bad' men can take no encouragement 
while they continue in their fins, nor can Mr. Dan- 
ſon make Satan draw any other inference from this 
notion, than thar now he is half gone; and this is in 
rrith all that Mr. D.axſon urgeth it with. 

And now he has bur one ſcruple more, and that 
is, to make plain an expreſſion of Mr. Sherloct's, 
viz. That God required not ſuch a _ as the 
death of Chyift for the expiation of onr ſins, becanſe 
he could not do otherwiſe. I confeſs I need ſay no 
more, but deſire him to peruſe both Mr. Sher/cet's 
Diſcourſes, where he may ſee this, and any orher 
thing he hath objeCted, very well anſwered : Bur to 
faristy our Aurhor, I ſhall add; that if fin could nor 
be expiated by the Blood of Chriſt, rhen, r. There 
was a neceſſity of ſome Sacrifice . for the expiation 
of ſin; which is more than we can warrantably con- 
clude from Scripture - and, 2. There was a neceſlity 
char Chriſt ſhould dic, it ſin were. expiated ; and fo, 
3. God could not do otherwiſe, and Mankind could 
not be ſaved any other way, which is to reduce the 
whole Myſtery of our Redaiption by Chriſt, to ne- 
ceſſary canſes ; and however Mr. Danſox hath heard 
other Doftrines conſtantly raughr in the Aſſemblies 
of Chriſtians; yet that will never prove thefe other 
DoCtrines to be trae, unſeſs he can prove that rheſe 
Aſſemblics could nor ers, Thar 
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© That thore\may be.ſome Caſes wherein the :Sy- 
—_ Governour cannot, conſiſtently with his ho- 
ineſs and wiſdom, and the ends of his Govern- 
ment, do any other than puniſh fin, is confeſſed by 
Mr. Sherlock : bur yer he thinks it an harſh notion 
of his Adverſaries, to ſay God, is under a neceſlity 
of nature to puniſh every ſin that is:committed; and 
therefore our of a juſt indignation to ſuch an horrid 
Doctrine, which in its conſequences makes Gad ir- 
reconcilable and ſavage, he has declared his diſplea- 
ſure againſt it, in words, which he confeſſes might 
have been more inoffenfively expreſled : + But yer if 
men mult be condemned for ſhewing the had COn- 
ſequences of 'bad Opinions, the Charge will lye at 
the Apoſtles door, who ſaid, Zet ws eat and drink, 
or to-morrow we die. 
And though God is a conſuming fire to ſinners, 
who go on in a continued courſe of fin and rebel- 
lion againſt him ; yet there is nothing in Gods na- 
rure can give repenting ſinners cauſe of fear ; and 
however ſuch-may -be amazed at :firſt with the ter- 
rors of God, yet the more ſpiritual that there ſor- 
row is, the ſooner do thoſe terrors ceaſe and va- 
niſh. | 
And now I am near to a concluſion.of this Dil- 
courſe ; for -the heads -of arguments he ſums up, 
are only a repetition of what we have already con- 
ſidered, - and I have no mind to imitate our Author 
im a needleſs repetition ; but ere I' cloſe, I muſt con- 
ſider the huge reverence he-pretends for the Church 
of England ; and it ſeems he is very well verſed in 
its Articles and *Homilies, for he brags, be conld = 
E 2 * 
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of them produce paſſages that are diametrically op- 
poſite to every poſition of My. Sherlocks. Whethey 
this chargo be true or falſe, we may gueſs pretty 
well by what Mr. Sherlock has ſaid in his Defence, 
Ch. 3. But ro what end he tranſcribes the Seventh 
and Eighteenth Artic. I conieſs I cannot gueſs, for 
I ſee not any one Poſition of Mr. Sher locks that they 
thwart : For firit, Mr. Sherlock never denied, that 
there is no ſalvation but by Chriſt, which is the on- 
ly 'import of Artzc. 18, Nor Secondly, that ever- 
laſting life is offered. ro mankind by Chriſt both in 
the Old and New Teſtament ;. although he thinks 
there were not ſo full diſcoverics of Chriſt in the 
Old Teſtament. And now I think Mr. Sherlock will 
not- fear the Curſes of the Church of Exglind, be- 
cauſe he knows her Curſes are not caulleſs. , And 
ro conclude, I always ſuſpected that ſomething was 
the matter, why he wrote ſo much like a man in- 
ſtructed in the Art of Railery ; now I find. out where 
he has been. taught, and that he has ſome intereſt 
in B:lngsgate, that makes him recommend. others 

there for inſtruction. | 1 
All that now remains, is to-ſuryey his-Peſt[cript to 
the Render ; and I promiſe him,] had never quarrellied 
with him for concluding with Mr. Sher locks words, 
it he had not ſo ridiculouſly mangled them by an 
alteration of words, which make them unintelligible ; 
and in truth, as they are applied, no man can ſay 
Mr. Danſon ſpeaks truth, tor what Scheme of .a new 
Religion has he given his Reader ? and what are thc 
fundamental Principles and: Practices. of it? - Sure 
while he cadeayours to. expoſe-this; new. Religion Fo 
the 
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the ſcorn. of, .cyery : conſidering, nan.,, .the-,fate he 
threatens it with; is in a}lprobbbility-like te fall up- 
on- himſclt. E-- SOPHIE: NOS ee 
I confeſs I know not ro whar end he tranflates Dr. 
Arrowſmith. and Grotius, words, he' bad, quored in 
the Title page, unleſs it be to-theyy his: Reader he 
has skill to tranflate a Latm ſentence, and ſo in a 
capacity to teach School-boys. I know he would 
have his Reader believe, that the only thing want- 
ing to brand the Sherlockians ( queſtionleſs a dange- 
rous Sect ).with the: name. of Socinians, and ſo of 
more refinved Mahometans, zs an explicit denial of 
the Godhead of. Chreſt. This: is a great charge, and 
if he make this appear, the Sher/ockians are very 
bad men, and maintain very bad principles; bur if 
-it be falſe, as:I am apt to believe, the Calumny is 
inexcuſable. Burt I remember, Mr, Sherlock hath 
fully vindicated himſelf,, and 'ſhewn the'falſeneſs of 
this charge; therefore I ſhall only ,conſider the pre- 
rence Mr. Danſon lays down. for charging Mr. Sher. 
- tock with. Socinianiſm, rhe paſſage; is this, 10. 9227; 
could believe in Chriſt: till he came ; that is, could 
not believe any thing upon his authority. Now if 
.this prove not theSherhockzans to be in a good ſor- 
wardneſs to deny the Godhead of Chriſt, I never 
ſaw - the, like : For here, are ,three- fair, Inferences ; 
-1.. Tf no may could believe. apy thing upon Chriſt's 
-authority till he came, then Chriſt had no authority 
tl he, came. 2. He was not pre-exiſtent, and ſo not 
God before he came : And, 3. He had no primary 
and inmediate Divine authority when, he came, but 
enly ſecondary and. medzate, that is, the. Pct 
! y | - | 3-5 
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of a'Prephet. O bene fattum ! 'O lepidum capot 1 
that I may uſe his Elegancy : but pray, Mr. Danſer, 
what if ſome Rogue ſhould deny that Mr. Sher/oc 
is ſpeaking of Chriſt, as God, but as he is Mcdiator 
God-Man? and alledg thar the cited Paſſage can ne- 
ver admit another Gloſs. - If this be true, then your 
three lucky Inferences vaniſh : for although Chriſt 
was the Lamb flain from the foundation of the 
World in the Divine Qctermination and -appoint- 
ment, yet he was not really ſlain till he was a real 
man, and-you know that was not till the fulneſs of 
timecame; and however the Jewiſh Nation might 
(as ſome of them Jid) believe the Jon of a tu- 
rure Meſſiah, yet = could not believe any thing 
-upon his authority till he came ; for to believe up- 
-on his authorny, 1s to believe his expreſs declarati- 
ons, and thoſe revelations he hath made : now theſe 
could nor be believed -rill rhey were publiſhed ; and 
this was not till he came. 

And now I have ſurveyed Mr. Danſon's In{crences 
ſcattered in his Preface, Dialogue, and Foſtſcript z 
and upon the review I am ſenſible ſome men ma 
blame me for taking -notice of ſotrifling a Pamphler, 
which only charges Mr, Sherlock with conſequences 
his Principles are unacquainted with, and therefore 
can'never wrong Mr. Sherlock's reputation, unleſs 
among perſons who never read his Books. I con- 
feſs rhis conſideration had almoſt preyailed with me 
ro forbear any examination ; for next tro the publiſh. 
ing of fooliſh Diſcourſe,there is-no greater folly than 
to anſwer it : Bur when 1 again conſidered . ſome 
mens Principles, who conclude every __ _ 

wered, 
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ſwered, to:be undfiſwerable ; and having undetſtand- 
ing of ſome-mens brags, I rhought fir to hearken to 
the wiſe mahs counſel, Anſwer a foob according to 
" folly, leſF he be wiſe in his own conceit, Prov. 
26. 5. 
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